AFT  PLANNING  ANALYSIS 


88015719  rOR  THE  S0UTH  CANADIAN 
PROPOSED  LAND  DISPOSAL 


CUSTER,  DEWEY,  ELLIS  AND  ROGER  MILLS 
COUNTIES,  OKLAHOMA 


BLM-NM-PT-84-026-4212 


UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 


BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 


TULSA  DISTRICT 


OKLAHOMA  RESOURCE  AREA  HEADQUARTERS 


p- 


e$ 


Ol 


<^V°I 


NM-047-84-34 


DRAFT  PLANNING  ANALYSIS 

for  the 

SOUTH  CANADIAN 

PROPOSED  LAND  DISPOSAL 

CUSTER,  DEWEY,  ELLIS,  AND  ROGER  MILLS 
COUNTIES,  OKLAHOMA 


Prepared  By 

United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Oklahoma  Resource  Area  Headquarters 

200  N.W.  Fifth  Street,  Room  548 

Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma  73102 


Contact:   Hans  Sallani 


Telephone:  (405)  231-5491 
(FTS)  736-5491 


BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT  LIBRARY 


Denver,  Colorado 


88615719 


IN  REPLY  REFER  TO 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior  271°  (°47) 

NM-58570      NM-58571 
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Oklahoma   Resource   Area   Headquarters 
200  N.W.    Fifth    Street,    Room   548 
Oklahoma   City,    Oklahoma    73102 


Dear  Sir/Madam: 

This  is  the  fourth  of  seven  planning  documents  scheduled  to  be  completed  by 
July  1986  which  will  discuss  the  future  of  approximately  6,629  acres  of  public 
land  scattered  throughout  42  counties  in  Oklahoma. 

The  Draft  Planning  Analysis  for  Custer,  Dewey,  Ellis,  and  Roger  Mills 
Counties,  encompassing  approximately  1,740.19  acres  of  public  lands,  is 
attached  for  your  review  and  comment. 

The  Proposed  Alternative  is  to  dispose  of  approximately  526.62  acres  to  the 
Oklahoma  Department  of  Wildlife  Conservation  (ODWC)  and  to  transfer 
approximately  1,213.57  acres  into  private  ownership.  The  selection  of  the 
Preferred  Alternative  was  based  on  three  reasons: 

1.  The  Bureau  can  not  economically  or  feasibly  manage  the  subject  lands. 

2.  The  ODWC  expressed  a  concern  that  valuable  wildlife  habitat  may  be 
transferred  out  of  public  ownership,  and  the  public  would  lose 
important  wildlife  and  recreational  resources  associated  with  wetlands. 

3.  Area  residents  in  this  four-county  area  favor  the  transfer  of  these 
lands  into  private  ownership. 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  will  hold  a  public  meeting  on  Wednesday, 
November  7,  1984,  7:30  p.m.,  in  the  Dewey  County  Courthouse,  Taloga  and  on 
Thursday,  November  8,  1984,  7:30  p.m.,  in  the  Cheyenne  High  School  Auditorium 
to  discuss  this  -doeument  and  the  proposals  for  the  lands  in  Custer,  Dewey, 
Ellis,  and  Roger  Mills  Counties. 

Any  comments  or  suggestions  concerning  this  document  are  encouraged  and  will 
be  used  in  preparing  the  Final  Planning  Analysis.  All  correspondence  should 
be  sent  to  this  office  within  the  30-day  comment  period  which  ends  December 
10,  1984.  Please  address  all  comments  to  Hans  Sallani.  He  can  also  be 
reached  at  (405)  231-5491.   Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 

Sincerely  yours, 


/ 
o\  ,      y(e 

Paul W.  Tanner 
Area  Manager 


SUMMARY 

On  February  25,  1982,  the  Director,  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM)  changed 
the  program  direction  for  management  of  public  lands  in  Oklahoma,  focusing  on 
the  disposal  of  the  remaining  public  lands  (approximately  6,629  acres). 

In  response  to  that  decision,  the  BLM,  Oklahoma  Resource  Area  Headquarters 
(ORAH)  has  prepared  this  Planning  Analysis  for  the  counties  of  Custer  (CU), 
Dewey  (DW),  Ellis  (EL),  and  Roger  Mills  (RM). 

The  Proposed  Action  (Preferred  Alternative)  is  to  dispose  of  approximately 
526.62  acres  to  the  Oklahoma  Department  of  Wildlife  Conservation  (ODWC).  The 
remaining  lands,  approximately  1,213.57  acres,  would  be  transferred  into 
private  ownership  under  Section  203  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management 
Act  (FLPMA)  Of  1976. 

Most  of  the  lands  lie  within  the  floodplain  of  the  South  Canadian  River. 

These  lands  consist  of  small,  isolated  tracts  that  have  limited  surface 

resource  management  potential.  The  lack  of  legal  access  further  reduces  the 
potential  for  management. 

The  lands  along  the  South  Canadian  River  provide  excellent  habitat  for 
white-tail  deer,  wild  turkey,  other  game  species,  and  non-game  species.  The 
ODWC  is  especially  concerned  that  valuable  wildlife  habitat  may  be  transferred 
out  of  public  ownership.  Thus,  the  ODWC  has  identified  those  tracts  that  have 
management  potential.  Those  tracts  included  DW-12,  DW-14  through  DW-19,  and 
DW-21  through  DW-25.  Under  Executive  Order  11990  the  BLM  has  responsibilities 
for  protection  and  enhancement  of  wetlands.  The  transfer  of  the  identified 
tracts  to  the  ODWC  would  enhance  management  of  both  wildlife  and  wetland 
resources. 

The  local  ranchers  in  this  area  are  utilizing  these  lands  as  part  of  their 
livestock  operation.  They  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  lands  should  be 
transferred  to  them  because  of  historical  grazing  use,  legal  access  problems, 
and  because  of  conflicts  that  may  arise  if  the  lands  were  transferred  to 
outside  interests. 

Under  the  Proposed  Action  (Preferred  Alternative)  the  lands  would  continue  to 
be  used  for  livestock  grazing,  wildlife  habitat,  mineral  development,  and 
recreation.  The  impacts  from  livestock  grazing  and  mineral  development  would 
be  similar  to  present  uses.  The  transfer  of  the  tracts  identified  by  the  ODWC 
for  management  consideration  would  enhance  wetlands  and  associated  vegetation 
and  wildlife  resources.  In  lieu  of  tax  payments  would  be  reduced  by 
approximately  545.40  dollars  and  property  taxes  would  replace  these  receipts. 

Other  alternatives  considered,  included  a  no-action  alternative  and  an 
alternative  for  transfer  of  all  public  lands  to  the  ODWC  for  future  management. 
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RECOMMENDED  DECISION 


The  recommended  decision  is  that  1,740.19  acres  of  public  surface  be  declared 
suitable  for  disposal.   The  lands  recommended  for  disposal  are  as  follows: 

1.  Dispose  of  approximately  526.62  acres  in  Dewey  County  to  the  Oklahoma 
Department  of  Wildlife  Conservation  (ODWC)  under  the  Recreation  and  Public 
Purposes  (R&PP)  Act  of  June  14,  1926,  as  amended. 

Approximate 
Tract  Number  Legal  Description  Acreage 

DW-12  T.  17  N.,  R.  17  W. ,  I.M.  24.07 

Sec.  20,  Lot  1 

DW-14  through  DW-19      T.  18  N. ,  R.  17  W. ,  I.M.  226.15 

Sec.  28,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  and  4 
Sec.  33,  Lots  1  and  2 

DW-21  through  DW-25      T.  18  N. ,  R.  20  W.,  I.M.  276.40 

Sec.  26,  Lots  1  and  2, 

SW^SEk 
Sec.  27,  Lots  3  and  4 

2.  Dispose  of  approximately  1,213.57  acres  into  private  ownership  by  sale, 
color-of-title,  and/or  the  R&PP  Act. 

Tract  Number  Legal  Description  Acreage 

CU-2  and  CU-4  T.  15  N.,  R.  14  W. ,  I.M.  25.33 

Sec.  4,  Lot  4 
Sec.  5,  Lot  1 

DW-1  and  DW-2  T.  16  N. ,  R.  14  W. ,  I.M.  76.12 

Sec.  32,  Lots  3  and  4 

DW-3  T.  16  N.,  R.  18  W. ,  I.M.  28.78 

Sec.  11,  Lot  4 

DW-4,  DW-6,  DW-7,        T.  16  N. ,  R.  19  W.,  I.M.  176.48 

and  DW-8  Sec.   5,  Lot  2 

Sec.  12,  Lots  2,  3,  and  4 

DW-10  and  DW-11  T.  17  N. ,  R.  15  W. ,  I.M.  26.96 

Sec.  20,  Lot  1 
Sec.  28,  Lot  6 

EL-1,  EL-3,  and  T.  17  N.,  R.  22  W. ,  I.M.  85.75 

EL-4  Sec.  1,  Lot  7 

Sec.  14,  Lots  3  and  4 

EL-5  T.  17  N.,  R.  25  W. ,  I.M.  40.00 

Sec.  5,  SWiNWl; 


Tract  Number  Legal  Description  Acreage 

EL-6,  EL-7,  EL-9,        T.  17  N. ,  R.  25  W.,  I.M.  37.30 

EL-11,  and  EL-12  Sec.   7,  Lots  1  and  9 

Sec.  18,  Lots  4,  5,  and  8 

EL-13  and  EL-14  T.  17  N.,  R.  25  W. ,  I.M.  112.07 

Sec.  19,  Lots  1  and  4 

EL-15,  EL-16,  T.  18  N.,  R.  25  W.,  I.M.  49.23 

EL-18,  and  EL-19  Sec.  26,  Lots  1,  2,  and  4 

SE^NWi 

EL-20  T.  18  N.,  R.  25  W. ,  I.M.  73.20 

Sec.  28,  Lot  1 

EL-22  T.  18  N.,  R.  25  W.,  I.M.  155.46 

Sec.  33,  Lot  1 

RM-7  T.  12  N.,  R.  23  W.,  I.M.  80.00 

Sec.  13,  NE^NW^,  SE^SWfc 

RM-11  T.  16  N.,  R.  23  W. ,  I.M.  43.89 

Sec.  22,  Lot  5 

RM-12  T.  16  N.,  R.  26  W.,  I.M.  64.33 

Sec.  3,  Lot  4 

RM-13  T.  17  N.,  R.  25  W. ,  I.M.  63.23 

Sec.  30,  Lot  3 

RM-14  T.  18  N.,  R.  21  W. ,  I.M.  57.07 

Sec.  26,  Lot  4 

RM-15  T.  18  N.,  R.  25  W.,  I.M.  18.37 

Sec.  33,  Lot  4 

A  review  of  the  Planning  Analysis  for  the  identified  tracts  indicates  that 
there  are  no  significant  impacts  on  the  human  environment  from  transfer  of 
designated  lands  which  would-  -require  preparation  of  an  environmental  impact 
statement.  ~~~-^        ' 

/ 

/ 


Dace  /  yS     Paul  W.  Tanner 

Area  Manager 
Oklahoma  Resource  Area  Headquarters 

?  •    0  • 

Date  JigpSims 

District  Manager 
Tulsa  District  Office 


CHAPTER  1 
PLANNING  ANALYSIS 


A.  Background  Data 

Robert  Burford,  Director,  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM),  has  redirected  the 
mission  of  the  Oklahoma  Office.  The  program  redirection  is  from  a  standard 
multiple  use  program  for  all  resources  to  a  focus  on  minerals  management 
together  with  disposal  of  surface  land  resources  in  Oklahoma.  The  public  land 
resources  are  very  limited,  encompassing  an  estimated  8,000  acres  which  are 
scattered  throughout  42  counties  in  the  state.  At  this  time  1,370.76  acres 
have  been  transferred  to  private  and  governmental  units. 

B.  Purpose  and  Need  for  Planning  Analysis 

Purpose  and  Need 

The  Tulsa  District  Office  of  the  BLM  is  proposing  to  dispose  of  approximately 
1,740.19  acres  of  public  land  in  Custer  (CU),  Dewey  (DW),  Ellis  (EL),  and 
Roger  Mills  (RM)  Counties,  Oklahoma.  Approximately  526.62  acres  of  public 
land  are  proposed  for  disposal  to  the  Oklahoma  Department  of  Wildlife 
Conservation  (0DWC).  The  remaining  1,213.57  acres  would  be  transferred  into 
private  ownership. 

The  Proposed  Action  is  not  covered  by  an  existing  BLM  resource  management  plan 
or  management  framework  plan.  However,  a  land  disposal  action  may  be 
considered  before  a  resource  management  plan  is  scheduled  for  preparation 
through  a  planning  analysis,  as  outlined  under  43  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
(CFR)  1610.5-5.   The  planning  analysis  shall  consist  of  the  following: 

1.  Preparation  of  an  environmental  assessment  or  an  environmental  impact 
statement  if  necessary  (43  CFR  1610.5-5).  The  environmental  effects  of  the 
Proposed  Action  and  Alternatives  have  been  addressed  in  this  document. 

2.  Public  involvement  as  outlined  under  43  CFR  1610.2.  A  Federal 
Register  notice  which  outlined  the  intention  of  the  BLM  to  dispose  of  the 
surface  estate  in  Oklahoma  was  published  on  June  14,  1982.  In  addition,  the 
BLM  has  contacted  the  ad jacent  land  owners  by  both  mail  and  informal  contacts 
in  an  effort  to  provide  the  local  people  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
planning  process. 

3.  Coordination  with  federal,  state,  and  local  government  (43  CFR 
1610.3-1 ).  Federal,  state,  and  local  governmental  units  were  contacted  with 
regard  to  the  disposition  of  these  public  lands.  The  0DWC  is  the  only 
governmental  unit  which  has  expressed  an  interest  in  acquiring  public  lands  in 
the  area.  That  agency  is  interested  in  acquiring  526.62  acres  of  public  land 
in  Dewey  County,  Oklahoma. 

Planning  Issues 

The  following  will  guide  the  formulation  and  development  of  the  decision 
making  process  regarding  the  Proposed  Action  and  Alternatives: 


1.  Local  Concern.  The  ranchers  are  utilizing  most  of  these  lands  as  part 
of  their  livestock  operations.  They  believe  that  the  lands  should  be 
transferred  to  them  because  of  historical  grazing  use,  legal  access  problems, 
and  because  of  potential  conflicts  that  may  arise  if  the  lands  were 
transferred  to  outside  interests. 

2.  Indian  Allotment .  The  BLM  has  an  Indian  Allotment  application 
(NM-51757)  on  file  for  Tracts  RM-7 ,  RM-8,  and  DW-2.  The  applicant  is 
concerned  that  the  identified  lands  be  made  available  to  him  and  his  family 
for  agricultural  settlement  under  Section  4  of  the  Indian  Allotment  Act  of 
February  8,  1887,  as  amended.  The  BLM  does  not  have  any  jurisdiction  over 
Tract  RM-8  because  that  tract  is  part  of  the  Black  Kettle  National  Grasslands 
and  is  administered  by  the  Cibola  National  Forest.  Therefore,  Tract  RM-8  will 
not  be  considered  in  this  planning  analysis. 

The  lands  applied  for  are  not  of  sufficient  acreage  to  support  a  family. 
Therefore,  the  lands  are  considered  unsuitable  for  agricultural  settlement 
under  the  Indian  Allotment  Act  of  February  8,  1887,  as  amended. 

3.  Wildlife  and  Wetland  Considerations.  The  ODWC  is  concerned  that 
valuable  wildlife  habitat  may  be  transferred  out  of  public  ownership.  The 
public  land  tracts  along  the  South  Canadian  River  provide  excellent  habitat 
for  white-tail  deer,  wild  turkey,  other  game  species,  and  many  non-game 
species. 

The  ODWC  is  especially  interested  in  12  of  the  public  land  tracts.  Tracts 
DW-14  through  DW-19  and  DW-21  through  DW-25  are  of  sufficient  size  for  the 
ODWC  to  manage  and,  in  addition,  Tracts  DW-14  through  DW-19  have  legal 
access.  Tract  DW-12  contains  excellent  wetland  habitat  and,  to  date,  there 
has  been  no  expression  of  interest  to  purchase  this  tract. 

The  BLM  has  a  responsibility  to  protect,  manage,  and  enhance  the  natural  and 
beneficial  values  of  wetlands  under  Executive  Order  11990  as  specified  in  the 
BLM's  final  guidelines  for  Wetland-Riparian  Area  Protection  and  Management. 
The  Wetland  Field  Level  Agreement  signed  by  the  BLM  and  the  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  states  that  natural  wetlands  will  receive  first  priority  for 
retention  in  some  type  of  public  ownership.  Therefore,  the  transfer  of  these 
12  public  wetland  tracts  to  the  ODWC  is  proposed  as  a  means  of  mitigating  the 
sale  of  the  other  public  land  tracts  into  private  ownership.  The  ODWC  would 
provide  for  the  management  and  enhancement  of  these  tracts  while  retaining 
them  in  state/public  ownership. 

Planning  Criteria 

The  decision  to  dispose  of  the  subject  land  must  conform  to  one  or  more  of  the 
following  criteria  as  specified  under  Section  203  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  (FLPMA)  (P.L.  94-579,  October  21,  1976). 

1.  Due  to  location  or  other  characteristics,  lands  are  difficult  and 
uneconomical  to  manage  as  part  of  the  public  lands  and  are  not  suitable  for 
management  by  another  federal  department  or  agency. 

2.  Such  land  was  acquired  for  a  specific  purpose  and  is  no  longer 
required  for  that  or  any  other  federal  purpose. 


3.   Disposal  will  solve  some  important  public  objective. 

Planning  Process  and  Conformance 

For  disposal  consideration,  public  lands  must  be  identified  through  a  land  use 
planning  process  as  acceptable  for  disposal  out  of  federal  ownership. 
Transfer  of  ownership  must  be  in  the  public  interest. 

No  previous  federal,  state,  or  local  land  use  planning  efforts  have  addressed 
disposal  of  the  public  lands.  This  planning  analysis,  by  assessing  the 
environmental  consequences  of  the  Proposed  Action  and  Alternatives  addresses 
disposal  of  the  parcels  of  land. 

The  planning  analysis  process,  conducted  by  the  BLM  staff,  includes  the 
following  elements: 

1.  Public  and  interagency  participation  and  coordination  through  Federal 
Register  notification  and  letters  seeking  input  in  identifying  issues  and 
concerns. 

2.  A  description  and  impact  anaylsis  summary  of  the  Proposed  Action 
(Preferred  Alternative)  and  other  alternatives  considered. 

3.  Consistency  review  and  modification  of  the  Preferred  Alternative,  as 
appropriate. 

4.  A  news  release  to  local  newspapers  announcing  the  recommended  decision 
of  the  planning  analysis. 

5.  A  30-day  public  comment  and  protest  period  on  the  recommended 
decision.  Protests  will  be  received  by  the  Director  (650),  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  1800  C  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20240  during  the  30-day 
protest  period. 

6.  The  recommended  decision  may  become  final  only  after  completion  of  the 
30-day  comment  period  and  resolution  of  any  protests. 


CHAPTER  2 
ALTERNATIVE  PLANS  AND  ENVIRONMENTAL  SETTING 


A.   Alternative  Plans 

1.  Proposed  Action.  The  Proposed  Action  (Preferred  Alternative)  is  to 
dispose  of  approximately  526.62  acres  of  public  land  in  Dewey  County  to  the 
ODWC.  The  remaining  lands,  totalling  approximately  1,213.57  acres,  would  be 
transferred  into  private  ownership  by  sale,  color-of-title,  and/or  the  R&PP 
Act. 

The  lands  to  be  transferred  to  the  ODWC  are  located  in  Dewey  County  and  are 
described  as  follows: 


Tract  Number 


DW-12 


DW-14  through  DW-19 


DW-21  through  DW-25 


Legal  Description 

T.  17  N.,  R.  17  W.,  I.M. 
Sec.  20,  Lot  1 


Approximate 
Acreage 

24.07 


T.  18  N.,  R.  17  W.,  I.M.  226.15 

Sec.  28,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  and  4 
Sec.  33,  Lots  1  and  2 

T.  18  N.,  R.  20  W.,  I.M.  276.40 

Sec.  26,  Lots  1  and  2, 

SWkSEi 
Sec.  27,  Lots  3  and  4 


The  lands  to  be  transferred  into  private  ownership  would  be  as  follows: 


Tract  Number 


CU-2  and  CU-4 


DW-1  and  DW-2 


DW-3 


DW-4,  DW-6,  DW-7, 
and  DW-8 


DW-10  and  DW-11 


Legal  Description 

T.  15  N.,  R.  14  W.,  I.M. 
Sec.  4,  Lot  4 
Sec.  5,  Lot  1 

T.  16  N.,  R.  14  W.,  I.M. 
Sec.  32,  Lots  3  and  4 

T.  16  N.,  R.  18  W.,  I.M. 
Sec.  11,  Lot  4 

T.  16  N.,  R.  19  W.,  I.M. 
Sec.   5,  Lot  2 
Sec.  12,  Lots  2,  3,  and  4 

T.  17  N.,  R.  15  W.,  I.M. 
Sec.  20,  Lot  1 
Sec.  28,  Lot  6 


Acreage 


25.33 


76.12 


28.78 


176.48 


26.96 


Approximate 
Tract  Number  Legal  Description  Acreage 

EL-1,  EL-3,  and  T.  17  N. ,  R.  22  W. ,  I.M.  85.75 

EL-4  Sec.  1,  Lot  7 

Sec.  14,  Lots  3  and  4 

EL-5  T.  17  N.,  R.  25  W.,  I.M.  40.00 

Sec.  5,  SW^NWi 

EL-6,  EL-7,  EL-9,        T.  17  N.,  R.  25  W.,  I.M.  37.30 

EL-11,  and  EL-12  Sec.   7,  Lots  1  and  9 

Sec.  18,  Lots  4,  5,  and  8 

EL-13  and  EL-14  T.  17  N. ,  R.  25  W.,  I.M.  112.07 

Sec.  19,  Lots  1  and  4 

EL-15,  EL-16,  T.  18  N. ,  R.  25  W. ,  I.M.  49.23 

EL-18,  and  EL-19  Sec.  26,  Lots  1,  2,  and  4 

SEiNW^ 

EL- 20  T.  18  N.,  R.  25  W.,  I.M.  73.20 

Sec.  28,  Lot  1 

EL- 22  T.  18  N.,  R.  25  W.,  I.M.  155.46 

Sec.  33,  Lot  1 

RM-7  T.  12  N.,  R.  23  W. ,  I.M.  80.00 

Sec.  13,  NE^NWi,  SE^SWk 

RM-11  T.  16  N.,  R.  23  W. ,  I.M.  43.89 

Sec.  22,  Lot  5 

RM-12  T.  16  N.,  R.  26  W. ,  I.M.  64.33 

Sec.  3,  Lot  4 

RM-13  T.  17  N.,  R.  25  W. ,  I.M.  63.23 

Sec.  30,  Lot  3 

RM-14  T.  18  N.,  R.  21  W. ,  I.M.  57.07 

Sec.  26,  Lot  4 

RM-15  T.  18  N.,  R.  25  W. ,  I.M.  18.37 

Sec.  33,  Lot  4 

2.  No  Action  Alternative.  The  lands  would  be  retained  in  public 
ownership  and  the  BLM  would  continue  to  administer  these  lands  under  custodial 
management  (limited  management). 

3.  Transfer  the  lands  to  the  ODWC.  Under  this  alternative,  all  of  the 
public  lands  in  this  four-county  area  would  be  transferred  to  the  ODWC. 


B.   Environmental  Setting 

Topographically  the  area  ranges  from  level  uplands,  floodplains,  and  terraces 
to  rough,  broken  canyons  and  dunes.  The  floodplains  and  terraces  along  the 
South  Canadian  River  are  paralleled  by  irregular,  rough,  red  sandstone  canyons 
and  bluffs,  on  which  there  are  wavy  deposits  of  sand  and  gravel.  The  adjacent 
higher  areas  consist  of  small  isolated  flats,  and  rolling  hills  that  are 
dissected  by  numerous  secondary  drainages.  The  elevation  of  the  area  ranges 
from  2,000  feet  to  2,200  feet.  The  area  is  drained  by  the  Canadian  River  and 
its  tributaries  (U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Soil  Conservation  Service, 
1963). 

The  area  has  a  temperate,  continental  climate.  The  climate  is  alternately 
influenced  by  warm,  moist  air  from  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  and  cold,  dry  air  from 
the  Arctic  circle.  The  average  annual  temperature  is  approximately  54  degrees 
Fahrenheit,  but  summer  temperatures  have  reached  118  degrees  Fahrenheit,  and 
winter  temperatures  have  fallen  to  -20  degrees  Fahrenheit.  The  average 
frost-free  growing  season  is  approximately  193  days.  The  average  annual 
rainfall  is  approximately  25  inches  and  has  varied  from  11.6  inches  to  43.3 
inches.  Large  amounts  of  water  in  this  area  are  lost  through  evaporation 
which  is  caused  by  high  temperatures  and  hot,  dry  winds  (U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Soil  Conservation  Service,  1963). 

The  soils  of  this  area  fall  into  the  following  general  soil  associations:   1) 
Tipton-Enterprise-Lincoln;  2)  Pratt-Quinlan-Enterprise;  and,  3)  Quinlan- 
Woodward. 

1.  Tipton-Enterprise-Lincoln  Association .  This  association  occurs  on  the 
floodplains  and  terraces.  The  Tipton  and  Enterprise  soils  are  brown,  loamy, 
deep,  and  are  well  drained.  Lincoln  soils  are  sandy  and  are  underlain  by 
calcareous,  water  deposited  material. 

2.  Pratt-Quinlan-Enterprise  Association .  This  association  consists 
mainly  of  sandy  soils  on  dunes  and  the  soil  is  moderately  sandy  on  strongly 
sloping  to  steep  breaks. 

3.  Quinlan-Woodward  Association.  This  association  occurs  on  the  red-bed 
hills.   The  soils  are  reddish,  loamy,  well  drained,  and  lie  over  sandstone. 

The  short  grass  prairie  and  river  bottomland  vegetative  communities 
characterize  these  public  land  tracts.  Most  of  these  tracts  lie  totally 
within  the  floodplain  of  the  South  Canadian  River.  Lovegrass,  little  bluestem 
grass,  salt  grass,  and  lowland  switchgrass  are  the  most  common  grasses. 
Wooded  areas  in  the  floodplain  are  dominated  by  willow,  elm,  tamarisk,  and 
cottonwood  trees. 

Some  of  the  best  white-tail  deer,  wild  turkey,  and  wetland  habitats  in  this 
four-county  area  occur  along  the  South  Canadian  River.  Common  wildlife  which 
would  frequent  the  wetter  portions  of  these  tracts  include  raccoon,  egret,  and 
red-winged  blackbird.  Mourning  dove,  cottontail  rabbit,  and  meadowlark 
inhabit  the  drier  areas. 


The  water  from  the  Canadian  River  and  its  tributaries  is  insufficient  in  both 
quality  and  quantity  for  most  agriculture  and  domestic  needs.  These  needs  are 
met  primarily  by  the  use  of  ground  water.  The  major  ground  water  basins  in 
this  area  are  the  Ogallala  Formation  and  alluvium  and  terrace  deposits.  The 
Ogallala  Formation  consists  of  interbedded  sand,  siltstone,  clay,  lenses  of 
gravel,  thin  limestone,  and  caliche.  Average  well  yield  from  the  formation  is 
approximately  700  gallons  per  minute.  Alluvium  and  terrace  deposits  consist 
of  poorly  sorted,  unconsolidated,  interf ingering  lentils  of  clay,  sand,  and 
gravel.  The  average  well  yield  is  approximately  100  to  300  gallons  per  minute 
(Oklahoma  Water  Resources  Board,  1975).  No  wells  were  found  on  any  of  the 
tracts  when  the  BLM  conducted  field  inventories  during  the  Spring  of  1984. 

The  land  uses  of  this  area  primarily  involve  agriculture  and  mineral 
development.  Cattle  ranching  is  one  of  the  most  important  segments  of  the 
agricultural  economy.  Approximately  60  percent  of  the  surrounding  land  area 
is  used  for  range.  The  remaining  acreage  has  been  cultivated  for  the 
production  of  wheat,  oats,  barley,  rye,  and  sorghum.  Forage  crops  that  are 
raised  include  alfalfa  and  sudan.  Mineral  development  is  mainly  focused  on 
the  production  of  oil  and  gas.  The  river  basins,  such  as  the  South  Canadian 
River,  are  receiving  increased  attention  for  development,  due  to  the  potential 
for  oil  and  gas. 


CHAPTER  3 
AFFECTED  ENVIRONMENT 


This  chapter  provides  a  detailed  analysis  of  those  resources  that  would  be 
affected  by  the  Proposed  Action  and  Alternatives. 

Land  Uses 

1.  Mineral  Development.  The  mineral  estate  of  the  lands  proposed  for 
disposal  is  in  federal  ownership.  A  minerals  report  has  been  prepared  by  the 
BLM  to  evaluate  the  mineral  potential  on  the  subject  lands.  Primarily  the 
lands  are  both  valuable  and  prospectively  valuable  for  oil  and  gas. 

2.  Recreation.  Tracts  DW-14  through  DW-19  encompass  225.45  acres.  The 
tracts  have  legal  access  and  could  be  managed  by  the  ODWC  for  hunting,  hiking, 
wildlife  observation,  and  environmental  education.  Tracts  DW-21  through  DW-25 
contain  276.40  acres  and  have  similar  recreation  potential  provided  the  ODWC 
could  obtain  legal  access  from  the  adjoining  land  owners. 

3.  Livestock  Grazing.  Section  15  grazing  leases  authorize  livestock 
grazing  on  public  land  Tracts  DW-14  through  DW-17  (near  Taloga,  Oklahoma). 
The  term  of  grazing  lease  number  0751,  which  is  issued  to  Mrs.  Edna  V.  Allen 
(Tracts  DW-16  and  DW-17),  began  on  March  1,  1982  and  expires  February  28, 
1992.  The  term  of  grazing  lease  number  0754,  which  is  issued  to  Mr.  Kenneth 
Hunter  (Tracts  DW-14  and  DW-15),  began  on  March  1,  1979  and  expires  February 
28,  1989.  Unauthorized  grazing  occurs  on  most  of  the  other  public  land 
tracts.  Virtually  all  private  lands  adjacent  to  these  public  lands  are  being 
grazed. 

4.  Existing  Rights  and  Applications .  Most  of  the  tracts  proposed  for 
disposal  are  encumbered  by  oil  and  gas  leases  and  pipeline  rights-of-way. 
Refer  to  Appendix  2  and  3  for  a  summary  of  the  existing  rights  of  record.  Mr. 
Dusty  Eudean  Tucker  filed  an  application  (NM-51757)  for  an  Indian  Allotment, 
under  Section  4,  Act  of  February  8,  1887  (25  U.S.C.  334  and  337),  as  amended. 
The  lands  under  application  include  Tracts  RM-7 ,  RM-8,  and  DW-2 .  The 
application  cannot  be  considered  for  Tract  RM-8,  since  the  land  is  part  of  the 
Black  Kettle  National  Grasslands  and  is  administered  by  the  Cibola  National 
Forest. 

The  courthouse  records  indicate  that  James  G.  Taylor  is  the  owner  of  record  of 
Tract  RM-7.  The  subject  tract  is  encumbered  and  cannot  be  considered  for  an 
Indian  Allotment. 

Tract  DW-2  lies  within  the  floodplain  of  the  South  Canadian  River  and  lacks 
legal  access.  The  subject  tract  contains  25.28  acres  plus  10.84  acres  more  or 
less  of  accretion.  The  land  is  not  suitable  for  settlement  under  Section  4  of 
the  Act  of  February  8,  1887. 

Wetlands 

Public  land  Tract  RM-7  is  the  only  tract  of  public  land  in  this  four-county 
area  that  does  not  contain  wetlands.   Most  of  the  other  tracts  are  dominated 
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by  natural  wetlands  (U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  and  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  1983).  Wetlands  total  997.96  acres 
and  range  in  size  from  0.27  to  44  acres.  Unconsolidated  shore  (river  sand; 
Riverine,  Lower  Perennial,  Unconsolidated  Shore,  Sand,  Seasonally  Flooded, 
R2US2C)  is  the  most  abundant  type  of  wetland.  Some  of  the  other  wetland  types 
present  include  willow  and  salt  cedar  (tamarisk)  dominated  scrub/shrub 
wetlands  and  emergent  wetlands  composed  of  sedges,  rushes,  and  cattails. 
Detailed  descriptions  of  the  wetlands  are  contained  in  a  separate  wetland 
report  (U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  1984). 

The  ODWC  has  expressed  interest  in  acquiring  12  of  the  public  land  tracts 
which  contain  wetlands  (Tracts  DW-12,  DW-14  through  DW-19,  and  DW-21  through 
DW-25).  Wetlands  transferred  to  the  ODWC  would  also  be  managed  for  recreation 
enhancement  by  providing  hunting  and  non-game  recreational  opportunities. 

Wetland  habitats  are  afforded  special  consideration  under  Executive  Order 
11990  (Protection  of  Wetlands)  and  BLM  Manual/Final  Guidelines  6740 
(Wetland-Riparian  Area  Protection  and  Management).  A  wetland  report  which 
contains  the  classification  and  evaluation  of  each  wetland  has  been  prepared 
and  mailed  to  state,  federal,  and  private  fish  and  wildlife  management 
agencies.  This  wetland  report  is  also  available  for  review  at  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  Oklahoma  Resource  Area  Headquarters,  200  N.W.  Fifth  Street, 
Room  548,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma,  73102. 

Patents  issued  for  lands  containing  wetlands  will  contain  a  wetland  protection 
patent  restriction.  An  example  of  the  wording  used  in  this  restriction  is 
included  in  Appendix  3  of  this  document. 

Vegetation  and  Wildlife 

The  vegetation  and  wildlife  resources  were  described  in  the  Environmental 
Setting,  Chapter  2,  section  of  this  document. 

Critical  Elements 

The  BLM  is  required  to  address  the  following  critical  elements:  1)  Areas  of 
Critical  Environmental  Concerns  (ACEC's);  2)  Wilderness  Study  Areas  (WSA's); 
3)  Prime  or  Unique  Farmlands;  4)  Floodplains;  5)  Threatened  and  Endangered 
(T/E)  Plants  and  Animals;  6)  Visual  Resources;  and,  7)  Cultural  Resources. 

1.  Areas  of  Critical  Environmental  Concerns.  No  public  lands  in  the 
counties  of  Custer,  Dewey,  Ellis,  and  Roger  Mills  have  been  designated  as 
ACEC '  s . 

2.  Wilderness  Study  Areas  .  The  subject  lands  are  not  included  in  any 
WSA's. 

3.  Prime  or  Unique  Farmlands.  The  soil  associations  identified  in 
Chapter  2  of  this  report  are  not  considered  prime  or  unique  farmlands  by  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service. 

4.  Floodplains.  With  the  exception  of  Tract  RM-7,  the  lands  proposed  for 
disposal  lie  within  the  floodplain  if  the  South  Canadian  River.   If  lands  in 
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floodplains  are  proposed  for  disposal,  appropriate  restrictions  are  required 
to  be  identified  in  the  conveyance  document  as  outlined  under  Executive  Order 
11988. 

5.  Threatened  and  Endangered  Plants  and  Animals.  No  federal  T/E  plant  or 
animal  species,  designated  federal  critical  habitat,  federal  species  proposed 
for  listing,  category  one  species  under  review  by  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  or  State  of  Oklahoma  rare  species  are  known  to  occur  on  these  public 
lands.  A  T/E  species  evaluation  was  completed  by  the  BLM  in  September,  1984 
and  resulted  in  a  no-effect  determination.  The  T/E  species  evaluation 
materials  are  available  for  review  at  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Oklahoma 
Resource  Area  Headquarters,  200  N.W.  Fifth  Street,  Room  548,  Oklahoma  City, 
Oklahoma,  73102. 

6.  Visual  Resources.  Lands  in  west-central  Oklahoma  range  topographical- 
ly from  low,  duney  floodplains  near  the  South  Canadian  River  to  rolling  or 
broken  uplands.  The  uplands  are  generally  covered  with  native  grasses  or  in 
tame  pasture  and  used  for  cattle  grazing,  or  cultivated  for  wheat  and  sorghum 
crops.  Windbreaks  dot  the  landscape,  but  there  are  not  extensive  woodland 
areas.  Most  of  the  disposal  tracts  lie  in  the  floodplain  of  the  South 
Canadian  River.  The  soils  are  sandy,  may  be  duney,  and  support  a  variety  of 
wetland  plants  with  stands  of  cottonwoods  and  willows  as  the  land  rises.  The 
South  Canadian  River  is  almost  dry  much  of  the  year  but  fills  to  flood 
capacity  in  the  Spring.  Most  tracks  lie  in  a  seldom-seen  zone  away  from 
highways  and  frequently  traveled  areas.  No  areas  of  exceptional  or  rare 
vegetation  occur  either  on  the  subject  or  surrounding  lands. 

These  lands  fall  into  a  Visual  Resource  Management  (VRM)  Class  IV.  In  this 

VRM  class  the  level  of  change  to  the  characteristic  landscape  can  be  high 

although  attempts  should  be  made  to  minimize  the  impacts  through  careful 
location,  minimal  disturbance,  and  repeating  the  basic  elements. 

7.  Cultural  Resources .  Cultural  Resources  were  located  on  only  two  land 
tracts  out  of  the  46  identified  for  disposal.  Two  small  lithic  scatters  were 
found  on  one  tract  in  Ellis  County  and  a  possible  Sun  Dance  area  was  located 
on  another  tract  in  Dewey  County.  Because  the  lithic  scatters  were  small, 
contained  few  artifacts,  and  no  diagnostics,  they  have  been  classified  as 
isolated  finds  and  assumed  to  be  prehistoric.  No  artifacts  were  found 
associated  with  the  possible  Sun  Dance  area  but  it  is  assumed  to  be  from  the 
historic  period. 

The  probability  was  fairly  high  for  having  burials,  winter  camps,  and 
sacred/religious  sites  near  the  river  in  Dewey  and  Custer  Counties.  In  an 
effort  to  compensate  for  poor  visibility  and  destructive  river  actions,  oral 
interviews  with  area  Cheyenne  elders  were  conducted  by  Cheyenne  volunteers  for 
the  BLM  in  addition  to  the  on-ground  inventories  performed  by  BLM 
archeologists .   No  sensitive  areas  were  located. 

Consultation  has  been  conducted  with  the  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer 
(SHPO)  and  the  State  Archeologist .  None  of  the  located  sites  is  on,  or 
eligible  for  inclusion  in,  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places. 

8.  Social  and  Economic  Considerations.  Most  of  the  lands  are  located 
within   the   floodplain   of   the   South   Canadian   River.    The   lands   consist 
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primarily  of  small,  isolated  tracts  that  lack  legal  access  and  for  these 
reasons  are  difficult  and  uneconomical  to  manage  by  the  BLM.  The  lands  are 
utilized  primarily  for  livestock  grazing.  When  compared  to  the  total  acreage 
of  the  four-county  area  (2.8  million  acres),  the  public  lands  contribute  very 
little  to  the  agricultural  land  base  of  this  area  (1,740.19  acres  or  0.06 
percent). 

The  federal  government  through  its  agencies  manages  approximately  55,182.01 
acres  of  land  in  this  four-county  area.  In  1983  the  counties  of  Custer, 
Dewey,  Ellis,  and  Roger  Mills  received  18,180.00  dollars  as  payments  in  lieu 
of  taxes  from  the  federal  government  (Refer  to  Table  3-1).  The  BLM 
administers  approximately  three  percent  of  the  federal  land  in  this  area, 
amounting  to  approximately  545.40  dollars  as  payments  in  lieu  of  taxes. 
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TABLE  3-1 
FEDERAL  LAND  STATISTICS 


Federal  Acres 


a/ 


County 


Other 

BLM 

Agencies 

25.33 

14,113.67 

834.96 

8,823.04 

553.01 

0.00 

326.89 

30,505.11 

Total  Revenues  Received 
in  Lieu-of  Taxes  (1983) 


Custer 
Dewey 
Ellis 
Roger  Mills 


$10,604.00 
$  7,244.00 
$  332.00 
$     0.00 


TOTALS 


1,740.19 


53,441.82 


$18,180.00 


TOTAL  FEDERAL  LAND  HOLDINGS  -  55,182.01  acres 

£/ 
Note:     U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Division 

of  Finance,  1983.   Payment  in  Lieu  of  Taxes,  Fiscal  Year  1983, 

Washington,  D.C. 
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CHAPTER  4 
ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 


This  section  describes  those  components  of  the  existing  environment  which  are 
likely  to  be  impacted  by  the  Proposed  Action,  the  No  Action  Alternative,  and 
the  Transfer  to  the  ODWC  Alternative.  The  environmental  effects  on  the 
various  resources  are  based  on  the  premise  that  these  lands  would  be  utilized 
for  livestock  grazing,  wildlife  habitat,  recreation,  and  mineral  development. 

A.   Proposed  Action  (Preferred  Alternative) 

Dispose  of  approximately  526.62  acres  of  public  land  in  Dewey  County  to  the 
ODWC  and  transfer  the  remaining  lands  totalling  approximately  1,213.57  acres 
into  private  ownership. 

Land  Uses 

1.  Mineral  Development .  Disposal  of  the  surface  estate  would  reduce  the 
BLM's  authority  to  mitigate  the  surface-related  environmental  impacts  of 
mineral  development. 

2.  Recreation.  The  transfer  of  Tracts  DW-14  through  DW-19,  and  Tracts 
DW-21  through  DW-25  would  enhance  the  recreational  values  of  the  identified 
lands.  The  tracts  are  of  sufficient  size  that  they  could  be  managed  by  the 
ODWC  for  hunting,  hiking,  wildlife  observation,  and  environmental  education. 
The  ODWC  would  have  to  acquire  legal  access  for  Tracts  DW-21  through  DW-25  to 
realize  the  full  recreational  potential  of  these  tracts. 

3.  Livestock  Grazing.  The  transfer  of  Tracts  DW-14  through  DW-17  to  the 
ODWC  would  not  eliminate  livestock  grazing  on  these  lands.  The  ODWC  would 
honor  all  leases  and  permits  of  record.  Grazing  fees  would  be  paid  by  the 
lessee  to  the  ODWC  based  on  the  grazing  fees  charged  by  the  BLM  and  published 
annually  in  the  Federal  Register . 

4.  Existing  Rights  and  Applications.  The  new  land  owner  would  have  to 
accept  title  to  the  land  under  the  condition  that  authorized  facilities  and 
rights  established  through  permits,  leases,  etc.,  would  be  protected  through 
patent  reservations. 

Only  Tract  DW-2  can  be  considered  for  an  Indian  Allotment.  Tract  RM-8  is 
administered  by  the  Cibola  National  Forest  and  Tract  RM-7  is  encumbered  by  a 
patent.  Tract  DV7-2  lies  in  a  floodplain,  lacks  legal  access,  and  is 
unsuitable  for  actual  settlement  on  the  land.  The  lands  will  be  classified  as 
unsuitable  for  Indian  Allotment  purposes  and  a  decision  will  be  transmitted  to 
the  applicant  with  the  right  to  appeal  the  decision. 

Wetlands 

Transferring  public  wetland   tracts   to   the   ODWC  would  not   only  provide 

protection   for   the  wetlands   but  would   provide  the  opportunity  for   the 

management  and  enhancement  of  the  wetlands  which  is  required  by  Executive 
Order  11990. 
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Vegetation  and  Wildlife 

The  vegetation  and  wildlife  resources  on  those  public  lands  proposed  for  sale 
would  not  exhibit  noticeable  pre-  and  post-  action  land  use  differences  as  a 
result  of  the  sale.  However,  the  BLM's  reduced  authority  to  mitigate  impacts 
of  federal  mineral  development  on  split  estate  could  result  in  permanent 
changes  to  these  resources. 

Transferring  the  identified  tracts  under  the  proposal  to  the  ODWC  would  result 
in  the  vegetative  and  wildlife  resources  being  beneficially  impacted  through 
habitat  protection,  management,  and  enhancement  measures. 

Critical  Elements 

The  Proposed  Action  would  not  affect  the  following  critical  elements. 

1.  Areas  of  Critical  Environmental  Concerns.  There  are  no  designated 
ACEC's  in  this  area  and  subsequently  this  element  would  not  be  affected. 

2.  Wilderness  Study  Areas.  No  impact  would  result  form  this  proposal, 
since  there  are  no  designated  WSA's  in  this  area. 

3.  Prime  or  Unique  Farmlands.  The  soil  associations  on  these  lands  are 
not  associated  with  prime  or  unique  farmlands. 

4.  Floodplain.  The  anticipated  land  uses  involving  livestock  grazing, 
mineral  development,  wildlife  habitat,  and  recreation  would  not  affect  the 
existing  floodplain.  However,  any  alteration  of  the  floodplain  to  protect 
adjoining  lands  from  flooding  by  diking  or  rechanneling  of  the  river  is 
prohibited,  unless  approval  is  granted  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers. 

5.  Threatened  and  Endangered  Plants  and  Animals.  No  impact  would  occur 
since  there  are  no  federal  T/E  species,  Category  One  Candidates  or  State  Rare 
Species  on  these  lands. 

6.  Visual  Resources.  The  visual  resources  of  the  area  would  not  be 
affected  by  the  proposal,  since  the  anticipated  land  uses  would  remain 
unchanged  from  the  existing  uses. 

7.  Cultural  Resources .  Only  two  small  lithic  scatters  and  one  possible 
Sun  Dance  area  were  located.  These  resources  would  be  unaffected  by  livestock 
grazing,  wildlife  habitat,  or  recreation.  Should  surface  disturbing 
activities  associated  with  mineral  development  take  place,  these  resources 
could  be  protected  if  necessary  through  lease  stipulations  since  mineral 
interests  will  be  retained  by  the  United  States. 

8.  Social  and  Economic  Considerations.  The  lands  that  would  be 
transferred  into  private  ownership  would  come  under  the  same  restrictions  and 
tax  structure  as  other  private  lands  in  the  area.  In-lieu-of  tax  receipts 
would  be  slightly  reduced  by  approximately  545.40  dollars  and  property  taxes 
would  replace  these  payments.   Thus,  the  impact  would  be  negligible. 

Transfer  of  the  lands  to  the  ODWC  would  have  some  effect  on  the  way  of  life  of 
adjoining  land  owners.  The  public  lands  are  presently  utilized  in  conjunction 
with  their  private  lands  and  the  land  owners  look  upon  these  lands  as  part  of 
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their  domain.  Livestock  grazing  would  remain  a  part  of  the  land  use  under  the 
proposed  land  transfer.  However,  the  ODWC  would  manage  the  lands  more 
intensively,  in  order  to  enhance  wildlife  and  recreation  values.  This  would 
probably  attract  a  greater  number  of  recreationalists  to  these  lands  and  at 
times  may  create  conflicts  with  adjoining  land  owners. 

B.   No  Action  Alternative 

The  lands  would  be  retained  in  public  ownership  and  administered  under 
custodial  management. 

Land  Uses 

1.  Mineral  Development  .  Retention  of  the  surface  estate  would  enhance 
the  BLM's  authority  to  mitigate  environmental  impacts  of  development. 

2.  Recreation .  The  BLM  would  continue  to  administer  the  land  under 
custodial  management  (limited  management).  Thus,  the  full  recreation 
potential  of  these  lands  would  not  be  realized. 

3.  Livestock  Grazing.  The  lands  would  continue  to  be  grazed  by  Mrs.  Edna 
V.  Allen  and  Mr.  Kenneth  Hunter  under  the  terms  and  conditions  of  their 
present  grazing  lease.  In  addition,  the  BLM  would  issue  new  Section  15 
grazing  leases  to  those  livestock  operators  who  are  grazing  without  proper 
authorization. 

4.  Existing  Rights  and  Applications.  The  BLM  would  require  the  owners  to 
file  a  right-of-way  application  for  any  unauthorized  facilities. 

Wetlands 

The  wetlands  resource  would  benefit  from  the  BLM's  retention  of  full  authority 
to  mitigate  the  impacts  of  federal  mineral  development 

Vegetation  and  Wildlife 

The  BLM's  retention  of  full  authority  to  mitigate  the  impacts  of  mineral 
development  would  benefit  these  resources. 

Critical  Elements 

The  following  designated  areas  and/or  resources  would  not  be  affected,  since 
they  are  not  included  within  the  subject  lands:  ACEC's,  WSA's,  Prime  or 
Unique  Farmlands,  and  T/E  Plants  and  Animals  (no  federal  T/E  Species,  Category 
One  Candidates,  or  State  Rare  Species  are  found  on  these  lands). 

Retention  of  the  lands  in  public  ownership  would  benefit  the  Floodplain, 
Visual,  and  Cultural  resource  values,  since  the  BLM  would  have  complete 
control  to  mitigate  any  impacts  from  future  development  or  land  uses. 

Social  and  Economic  Considerations 

The  counties  of  Custer,  Dewey,  Ellis,  and  Roger  Mills  would  continue  to 
receive  payments  from  the  federal  government  in-lieu-of  taxes.   In-lieu-of  tax 
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receipts  for  the  identified  counties  amounted  to  18,180.00  dollars  for 
calendar  year  1983. 

The  lands  would  primarily  be  used  for  livestock  grazing  and  mineral 
development  if  the  BLM  retained  the  land  in  public  ownership.  Thus,  both  land 
uses  and  attitudes  toward  the  land  would  not  be  affected. 

C.   Transfer  to  the  ODWC  Alternative 

Transfer  approximately  1,740.19  acres  to  the  ODWC. 

Land  Uses 

1.  Mineral  Development.  All  the  minerals  would  be  retained  in  public 
ownership  and  the  land  would  be  open  to  mineral  entry.  The  transfer  of  the 
surface  estate  would  somewhat  reduce  the  BLM's  authority  to  mitigate  the 
environmental  impacts. 

2.  Recreation.  The  transfer  of  Tracts  DW-14  through  DW-19,  and  DW-21 
through  DW-25  would  be  beneficial  for  recreation.  These  tracts  are  of 
sufficient  size  to  provide  management  opportunities  for  hunting,  hiking, 
wildlife  observation,  and  environmental  education.  However,  a  hindrance  to 
management  for  Tracts  DW-21  through  DW-25  is  the  lack  of  legal  access.  The 
remaining  tracts  are  small,  isolated  tracts  that  have  little  potential  for 
recreation.  In  addition,  most  of  these  tracts  lack  legal  access  which  further 
limits  their  potential  for  management. 

3.  Livestock  Grazing.  The  ODWC  would  honor  all  existing  grazing  leases 
of  record.  Annual  grazing  fees  would  be  paid  to  the  ODWC  in  accordance  with 
the  federal  grazing  fees  published  annually  in  the  Federal  Register. 

4.  Existing  Rights  and  Applications.  The  ODWC  would  honor  all  permits 
and  leases  that  are  in  effect  for  utilities,  oil  and  gas  lease,  etc. 

Wetlands 

Wetlands  and  resources  associated  with  wetlands  would  benefit  from  this  land 
transfer  to  the  ODWC  (vegetation  and  wildlife).  The  ODWC,  with  personnel  in 
each  county,  would  be  able  to  manage  and  enhance  these  public  wetlands  and 
work  closely  with  adjacent  land  owners,  livestock  operators,  and  users  of 
these  lands. 

Vegetation  and  Wildlife 

The  impacts  are  beneficial  as  described  above  under  wetlands. 

Critical  Elements 

The  following  designated  areas  and  resources  would  not  be  affected  by  this 
alternative:  ACEC's,  WSA's,  Prime  or  Unique  Farmlands,  Floodplain,  T/E  Plants 
and  Animals  (no  federal  T/E  Species,  Category  One  Candidates  or  State  Rare 
Species  are  found  on  these  lands),  Visual  Resources,  and  Cultural  Resources. 


18 


Social  and  Economic  Considerations 

The  lands  would  be  transferred  into  state  ownership  for  public  benefit  and 
resource  enhancement.  The  lands  would  continue  to  be  open  to  mineral 
development  and  livestock  grazing  in  accordance  with  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  the  approved  authorizations  (permits,  leases,  etc).  In-lieu-of  tax 
payments  to  the  counties  would  be  rescinded. 

The  transfer  of  all  the  public  lands  to  the  ODWC  would  be  viewed  as  a  threat 
to  private  property  rights.  The  ODWC  may  not  allow  livestock  grazing  on  these 
lands  if  they  are  not  under  a  present  grazing  lease.  Most  of  these  lands  lack 
legal  access,  thus  they  would  not  be  open  to  the  public.  These  factors  could 
create  friction  between  various  user  groups  and  the  local  land  owners. 
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CHAPTER  5 
MITIGATING  MEASURES 


The  following  patent  restrictions  would  mitigate  and/or  enhance  the 
environmental  consequences  of  the  Proposed  Action  and  Alternatives. 

A   Proposed  Action  (Preferred  Alternative) 

Land  Uses 

1.  Mineral  Development ♦  The  United  States  reserves  all  mineral  deposits 
in  the  land  so  patented,  and  to  it,  or  persons  authorized  by  it,  the  right  to 
prospect  for,  mine,  and  remove  such  deposits  from  the  same  under  applicable 
law. 

2.  Livestock  Grazing.  The  following  restriction  would  be  incorporated 
into  the  patent  issued  to  the  ODWC: 

The  patent  is  issued  subject  to  the  existing  grazing  use 
of  Mrs.  Edna  V.  Allen,  grazing  lease  number  0751;  and 
Mr.  Kenneth  Hunter,  grazing  lease  number  0754.  Under 
grazing  lease  number  0751,  Mrs.  Allen's  lease  shall 
cease  on  February  28,  1992.  Mr.  Hunter's  lease  shall 
expire  on  February  28,  1889,  under  the  conditions  of 
grazing  lease  number  0754.  The  ODWC  is  entitled  to 
receive  annual  grazing  fees  from  the  subject  lessees  in 
an  amount  not  to  exceed  that  which  would  be  authorized 
under  the  federal  grazing  fee  published  annually  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

3.  Existing  Rights  and  Applications .  The  patent  will  be  issued  subject 
to  existing  rights.  However,  the  owners  of  existing  facilities  that  have  not 
been  authorized,  may  want  to  file  a  right-of-way  application  with  the  BLM 
prior  to  the  sale  in  order  to  avoid  future  conflicts. 

Wetlands 

A  patent  restriction  was  developed  and  coordinated  with  the  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Interior,  Office  of  the  Field  Solicitor  that  prohibits  the  adverse 
alteration  of  wetlands  (Refer  to  Appendix  3). 

Critical  Elements 

1.  Floodplain .  This  patent  is  issued  recognizing  that  it  lies  within  a 
floodplain  and  as  such  the  patentee  or  its  successor(s)  are  limited  by  Section 
3(d)  of  Executive  Order  11988  of  May  24,  1977  from  seeking  compensation  from 
the  United  States  or  its  agencies  in  the  event  existing  or  future  facilities 
on  this  patent  are  damaged  by  floods. 
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B.  No  Action  Alternative 

No  special  mitigating  measures  are  required  for  those  impacts  discussed  under 
the  No  Action  Alternative,  as  outlined  in  Chapter  A  of  this  report. 

C.  Transfer  to  the  ODWC  Alternative 
Land  Uses 

1.  Mineral  Development .  The  United  States  reserves  all  mineral  deposits 
in  the  land  so  patented,  and  to  it,  or  persons  authorized  by  it,  the  right  to 
prospect  for,  mine,  and  remove  such  deposits  from  the  same  under  applicable 
law. 

2.  Livestock  Grazing.  Patent  would  be  issued  subject  to  a  reservation 
for  livestock  grazing. 

3.  Existing  Rights  and  Applications.  Existing  rights  will  be  protected 
with  patent  reservations.  Land  use  applications  will  either  be  processed 
prior  to  dispoal  or  will  be  considered  in  the  planning  analysis  (Indian 
Allotment  NM-51757).  Subsequently,  decisions  will  be  issued  in  conformance 
with  the  planning  analysis  and  applicable  regulations. 
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CHAPTER  6 
CONSULTATION  AND  COORDINATION 


RESPONDENT 

Local  Government 

Board  of  County  Commissioners 
Roger  Mills  County 


RESPONSE  SUMMARY 


Upper  Washita  Conservation  District 
Alec  LeGrand,  Chairman 


Ellis  County  Conservation  District 
Deryl  Parker,  Chairman 


Stated  the  town  of  Berlin, 
Oklahoma  has  a  lease  issued  under 
the  Recreation  and  Public 
Purposes  Act  of  1926  for  Tracts 
RM-1  through  RM-6.  These  tracts 
were  inadvertently  included  in 
maps^ 


They  feel  disposal  of  these 
tracts  will  not  impact  their 
conservation  program. 


They    feel    first 
purchase   should  go 
land  owners. 


option    to 
to  adjacent 


Deer  Creek  Conservation  District 
Carol  Gaunt,  Chairman 


They  concur  in  the  disposal  of 
these  lands. 


Dewey  County  Conservation  District 
R.  F.  Shaw,  Chairman 


B.   State  Agencies 

Oklahoma  Department  of  Wildlife 
Conservation 


Oklahoma  Department  of  Agriculture 


They  found  no  conflicts  with 
disposal  of  the  tracts  in  Dewey 
County. 


Express  interest  in  acquiring 
some  of  the  public  land  tracts 
and  managing  them  for  natural 
resource  based  public 
recreation.  Stated  that  they  are 
not  aware  of  any  rare,  T/E 
Species,  or  wetland  habitats  that 
would  be  affected  or  affect  the 
disposal  of  these  lands. 

Suggest  that  RM-7  might  be 
considered  for  inclusion  in  the 
Black  Kettle  National  Grasslands, 
if  this  is  not  feasible,  it 
should   be   returned   to   private 
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RESPONDENT 
B.   State  Agencies  (Cont.) 

Oklahoma  Department  of  Agriculture 


University  of  Texas  at  Austin 

Vertebrate  Paleontology  Laboratory 


RESPONSE  SUMMARY 


ownership.    They   also  indicate 

that  RM-8  is  considered  part  of 

the    Black    Kettle  National 
Grasslands. 


Have  no  information  on  paleon- 
tological  interest  on  any  of  the 
tracts . 


Oklahoma  Department  of  Transportation 


C.   Federal  Agencies 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
Albuquerque,  New  Mexico 


Found  no  conflict  with  any 
existing  or  proposed  transporta- 
tion facilities. 


Provided  a  list  of  federally 
listed,  proposed,  and  candidate 
T/E  Species.  Commented  on  the 
presence  of  wetlands  and  the 
applicability  of  the  Executive 
Orders  for  floodplains  and 
wetlands. 


Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Tulsa  Field  Office 


U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture 
Cibola  National  Forest 
Forest  Supervisor 


They  can  find  no  coal  reserves  or 
interest  in  any  future  mining  of 
the  areas. 


Their  records  indicate  that  tract 
RM-8  is  part  of  the  Black  Kettle 
National  Grasslands  and  is 
currently  being  managed  as  part 
of  this  National  Grassland. 


Forest  Service 
Region  3 


Soil  Conservation  Service 
State  Office 

Stillwater,  Oklahoma 


States  that  RM-8  is  part  of  the 
Black  Kettle  National  Grassland. 
He  says  it  has  been  reserved  in 
public  domain  status  as  a  result 
of  Executive  Order  10046,  March 
24,  1949,  Section  2. 


Noted   that   several   tracts   are 
shown  of  the  maps,  that  are  not 
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RESPONDENT 
C.   Federal  Agencies  (Cont.) 
Soil  Conservation  Service 


RESPONSE  SUMMARY 


proposed  for  disposal.  The 
tracts  mentioned  are  either 
completely  eroded,  under  lease 
for  pubic  purposes,  or  being 
delayed  from  disposal  at  this 
time. 


D.   Adjacent  Land  Owners 
Mr.  Darrell  Stinson 

Mr.  James  P.  Stephenson 
Mrs.  Edna  Allen 


Interested   in   purchasing   DW-2, 
CU-2,  and  CU-4 

Interested  in  purchasing  DW-11. 

Interested   in  purchasing  Tracts 
DW-16  and  DW-17. 


Mr.  Herman  Myers 


Interested  in  purchasing  Tracts 
DW-21  and  DW-2 3. 


Mrs.  J.  F.  Leonard 


L.  &  E.  Farms 


Interested   in   purchasing   land 
adjoining  her  land. 

Claims  Tract  DW-10. 


Ms.  Dixie  Farris  for 

Ms.  Billie  Sue  Salge 

Mrs.  &  Mrs.  Clifford  Baker 

Mr.  Ed  Ward  for 

Mr.  C.  B.  Eoff 


Interested   in   purchasing   DW-6 
through  DW-8. 

Interested  in  purchasing  DW-1. 


Interested  in  Tract  DW-24. 


Mr.  Lee  Craig 


Interested   in   purchasing   DW-21 
and  DW-2 2. 


Mr.  Daryl  Parker 


Mr.  Elliott  Davis 

Energy  Exploration 

Mr.  Morland  T.  Barton 


Interested  in  purchasing   Tracts 
EL-15,  EL-16,  EL-18,  and  EL-19. 


Interested  in  purchasing  EL-5. 

Claiming  ownership  of  Tracts 
EL-8,  EL-9,  EL-11,  EL-12,  EL-13, 
and  EL-14. 


Mr.  Russell  Ellis 


Commenting  on  Tracts   EL-16   and 
EL-18. 
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RESPONDENT 
C.   Adjacent  Land  Owners  (Cont.) 

Mr.  R.  N.  Higgins,  III 

Mr.  &  Mrs.  Guy  Cadwell 

Mr.  M.  E.  Wilson 


Mr.  Edward  E.  Soule  for 
Mrs.  Bennie  E.  Watts 


Mr.  Roland  P.  Haney 

Mr.  Jimmy  Wilson 
Ms.  Irene  Hall 


Mr.  Edd  Miskell  for 

Ms.  Maggie  V.  French 


Mr.  Wilford  Allen 

Ms.  Anna  L.  Harrel 

Mr.  Pete  Thurmond 

Mr.  J.  E.  Meek 

Mr.  G.  W.  Harrell 

Mr.  Gary  D.  Leody 

Mr.  Samuel  K.  Barton  for 
Mr.  Morland  Barton 


RESPONSE  SUMMARY 


Interested  in  purchasing  EL-5. 

Interested   in   purchasing   Tracts 
EL-3  and  EL-4. 

Interested   in   Tracts   EL-3   and 
EL-4. 


Not   claiming   interest   at   this 
time  in  Tract  RM-14. 

Interested  in  purchasing  land  in 
Dewey  County. 

Interested  in  purchasing  EL-1. 

Claiming  interest  in  Tract  EL-18 
(taxes)  . 


Interested   in   Tracts   EL-3   and 
EL-4. 

Interested  in  purchasing  RM-14. 

Interested  in  purchasing  RM-14. 

Interested  in  purchasing  RM-8. 

Wants    preference    right    to 
purchase  Tract  RM-13. 

Interested  in  purchasing  RM-14. 

Interested  in  purchasing  RM-11. 


Sent  copies  of  photos  of  channel 
alteration,  Tracts  EL-8,  EL-9, 
EL-11,  EL-12,  EL-13,  and  EL-14. 
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APPENDIX  1 
MAPS 


The  maps  for  each  tract  are  provided  for  you  in  a  separate  packet  that  is 
included  in  the  mailing  envelope. 
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APPENDIX  2 
EXISTING  RIGHTS 


Tract 


Type  of  Lease 


Serial  No 


Applicant 


DW-3 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-26085 

DW-6 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-0437427 

DW-7 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-0437427 

DW-8 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-0437427 

DW-12 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-020990 

DW-14 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-37895 

DW-15 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-37895 

DW-16 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-37895 

DW-17 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-37895 

DW-19 

Natural 

Gas  Pipeline 

NM-0510458 

Right- 

-of -Way 

DW-24 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-18864 

DW-25 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-18864 

CU-2 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-43768 

RM-7 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-50612 

RM-12 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-19633 

RM-13 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-024918 

RM-14 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-39171 

RM-15 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-36010 

EL-6 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

BLM-037167 

EL-7 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

BLM-037167 

EL- 9 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

BLM-034046 

EL-11 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

BLM-034046 

EL- 12 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

BLM-037167 

EL-12 

Nati 

jral 

Gas  Pipeline 

NM-0558360 

Right - 

-of-Way 

EL-13 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

BLM-037167 

EL-14 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

BLM-037167 

EL-15 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-52639 

EL-16 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-52639 

EL- 18 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-52639 

EL-19 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-52639 

EL-22 

Oil 

and 

Gas 

NM-36010 

Wessely  Energy  Corporation 
Cities  Service  Company 
Cities  Service  Company 
Cities  Service  Company 
Sam  K.  Viersen,  Jr. 
Toklan  Oil  Corporation 
Toklan  Oil  Corporation 
Toklan  Oil  Corporation 
Toklan  Oil  Corporation 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co. 

Statex  Petroleum,  Incorporated 

Statex  Petroleum,  Incorporated 

Woods  Petroleum  Corporation 

Patricia  V.  Kendell 

J.  Walter  Duncan,  Jr. 

Texas  Oil  and  Gas  Corporation 

John  H.  Trigg 

John  A.  Taylor 

Texas  Oil  and  Gas  Corporation 

Texas  Oil  and  Gas  Corporation 

Phillips  Petroleum  Company 

Phillips  Petroleum  Company 

Texas  Oil  and  Gas  Corporation 

Cities  Service  Gas  Company 

Texas  Oil  and  Gas  Corporation 
Texas  Oil  and  Gas  Corporation 
Mewhourne  Oil  Company 
Mewbourne  Oil  Company 
Mewbourne  Oil  Company 
Mewbourne  Oil  Company 
John  A.  Taylor 
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APPENDIX  3 
WETLAND  PROTECTION  PATENT  RESTRICTION 


The  type,  location,  and  size  of  each  wetland  will  appear  in  the  patent  as  well 
as  the  following  restrictive  language: 

In  accordance  with  Section  209  of  the  FLPMA  of  1976,  43  U.S.C. 
1718  (1976)  and  Section  4  of  Executive  Order  11990  (1978),  3  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR)  121  (1978),  the  patentee's  use  of 
the  patented  lands  is  restricted  as  follows: 

1.  Restrictions  on  use  of  wetlands  contained  in  applicable 
federal,  state,  or  local  wetlands  regulations  are 
incorporated  hereby  as  if  set  forth  fully  herein. 

2.  The  patentee  may  not  use  the  patented  land,  or  authorize 
its  use,  in  such  a  manner  that  would  directly  or  indirectly 
result  in  an  adverse  alteration  of  the  wetland 
characteristics  or  category  of  that  portion  of  the  lands 
identified  above  as  wetlands. 

These  patent  restrictions  are  binding  upon  the  patentee  and  his 
successors,  heirs,  and  assigns. 


Enforcement  of  this  patent  restriction  is  a  civil  matter  and  not  the 
sole  responsibility  of  the  BLM. 
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CU-2    T.  15  N.,  R.  14  W. ,  Sec.  4,  Lot  4:  20.36  acres  plus  4.31  acres 

more  or  less  of  accretion. 

CU-4    T.  15  N.,  R.  14  W.,  Sec.  5,  Lot  1:   0.13  acres  plus  0.53  acres 

more  or  less  of  accretion. 


U.S.G.S.  Quad 


Oakwood,  OK  1964 


Custer  County,  OK 
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OW-1         T.    16  N.,   R.  14  W.,  Sec.   32,   Lot  3:      21.25  acres  plus   18.75  acres 

more  or  less  of  accretion. 

DW-2         T.    16  N.,   R.  14  W. ,  Sec.   32,  Lot  4:     25.28  acres  plus  10.84  acres 

more  or  less  of  accretion. 


U.S.G.S.  Quad 


Oakwood,  OK  1964 


Dewey  County,  OK 
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DW-3    T.  16  N.,  R.  18  W.,  Sec.  11,  Lot  4:  6.62  acres  plus  22.16  acres 
more  or  less  of  accretion. 


U.S.G.S.  Quad 


Aledo,  OK  1962 


Dewey  County,  OK 
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DW-4    T.  16  N.,  R.  19  W. ,  Sec.  5,  Lot  2:  0.37  acres  plus  0.83  acres 

more  or  less  of  accretion. 
DW-6    T.  16  N.,  R.  19  W.,  Sec.  12, Lot  2:  14.70  acres  plus  32.84  acres 

more  or  less  of  accretion. 
DW-7    T.  16  N.,  R.  19  W.,  Sec.  12, Lot  3:  17.20  acres  plus  44.18  acres 

more  or  less  of  accretion. 
DW-8    T.  16  N.,  R.  19  W.,  Sec.  12, Lot  4:  12.58  acres  plus  53.78  acres 

more  or  less. 


U.S.G.S.  Quad 


Leedey,  Ok  1961/Aledo,  OK  1962 


Dewey  County,  OK 


; 

■J:       '   <  I  V\ 
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DW-10  T.  17  N.,  R.  15  W.,  Sec.  20,  Lot  1: 
more  or  less  of  accretion. 

DW-11  T.  17  N.,  R.  15  W.,  Sec.  28,  Lot  6: 
more  or  less. 


6.21  acres  plus  15.56  acres 
0.61  acres  plus  4.58  acres 


U.S.G.S.  Quad 


Putnam,  OK  1962 


Dewey  County,  OK 


■  ■ 


--  - 

t"  t 


DW-12  T.  17  N.,  R.  17  W.,  Sec.  20,  Lot  1: 
more  or  less  of  accretion. 

DW-18  T.  18  N.,  R.  17- W.,  Sec.  33,  Lot  1: 
more  or  less  of  accretion. 

DW-19  T.  18  N.,  R.  17  W.,  Sec.  33,  Lot  2: 
more  or  less. 


10.66  acres  plus  13.41  acres 
7.11  acres  plus  4.51  acres 
0.51  acres  plus  2.09  acres 


U.S.G.S.  Quad 


Aledo,  OK  1962 


Dewey  County,  OK 


DW-14    T.  18  N.,  R.  17  W. ,  Sec.  28,  Lot  1: 

more  or  less  of  accretion. 

DW-15    T.  18  N.,  R.  17  W.,  Sec.  28,  Lot  2: 

more  or  less  of  accretion. 

DW-16    T.  18  N.,  R.  17  W. ,  Sec.  28,  Lot  3: 

more  or  less  of  accretion. 

DW-17    T.  18  N.,  R.  17  W.,  Sec.  28,  Lot  4: 

more  or  less  of  accretion. 


23.50  acres  plus  49.31  acres 

18.88  acres  plus  47.97  acres 

16.65  acres  plus  30.75  acres 

14.07  acres  plus  10.80  acres 


U.S.G.S.  Quad 


Lenora,  OK    1969 


Dewey  County,  OK 


-£.'      ■  mti. 


DW-21   T.  18  N.,  R.  20  W.,  Sec.  26,  Lot  1:  33.25  acres  plus  21.09  acres 

more  or  less  of  accretion. 
DW-22   T.  18  N.,  R.  20  W.,  Sec.  26,  Lot  2:  21.71  acres  plus  36.27  acres 

more  or  less  of  accretion. 
DW-23   T.  18  N.,  R-  20  W.,  Sec.  26,  SW%SE%:  30.28  acres  upland  plus  6.26 

acres  in  river. 
DW-24   T.  18  N.,  R.  20  W.,  Sec.  27,  Lot  3:   6.80  acres  plus  47.31  acres 

more  or  less  of  accretion. 
DW-25   T.  18  N.,  R.  20  W.,  Sec.  27,  Lot  4:   18.75  acres  plus  54.68  acres 

more  or  less  of  accretion. 
U.S.G.S.  Quad  Camargo,  OK  1969  Dewey  County,  OK 
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El-1    T.  17  N.,  R.  22  W. ,  Sec.  1,  Lot  7:  5.72  acres  plus  8.25  acres  more 

or  less  of  accretion. 
El-3    T.  17  N.,  R.  22  W.,  Sec.  14,  Lot  3:  4.59  acres  plus  28.97  acres  more 

or  less  of  accretion. 
El-4    T.  17  N.,  R.  22  W.  Sec.  14,  Lot  4:  6.13  acres  plus  32.09  acres  more 

or  less  of  accretion. 


U.S.G.S  Quad 


Roll  NE,  OK  1965 


Ellis  County,  Ok 
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EL-5  T.    17  N.,  R.  25  W. ,  Sec.      5,  SUhmik: 

EL-22         T.    18  N.,  R.  25  W. ,   Sec.    33,   Lot     1: 

more  or  less  of  accretion. 

RM-15         T.    18  N.,  R.  25  W.s   Sec.    33,  Lot     4: 

more  or  less  of  accretion. 


40.00  acres 

42.00  acres  plus  113.46  acres, 

10.61  acres  plus   7.76  acres 


U.S.G.S.  Quad  Antelope  Hills/Antelope  Hills  NE,  OK  1966  Roger  Mills/Ellis,  County,  OK 


EL-6 

T.    17  N.,   R. 
more  or  less 

25  W.,   Sec.     7, 
of  accretion. 

Lot  1: 

6.17 

acres 

plus 

10.34  acres 

EL-7 

T.    17  N.,  R. 
more  or  less 

25  W.,   Sec.     7, 
of  accretion. 

Lot  9: 

2.55 

acres 

plus 

1.60  acres 

EL-9 

T.    17  N.,   R. 
more  or  less 

25  W.,  Sec.    18, 
of  accretion. 

Lot  4: 

3.28 

acres 

plus 

1.44  acres 

EL-11 

T.    17  N.,  R. 
more  or  less 

25  W.,  Sec.    18, 
of  accretion. 

Lot  5: 

1.89 

acres 

plus 

1.61  acres 

EL- 12 

T.    17  N.,   R. 
more  or  less 

25  W.,  Sec.    18, 
of  accretion. 

Lot  8: 

5.92 

acres 

plus 

2.50  acres 

U.S.G.S. 

Quad 

Antelope  Hills 

;,  OK 

1966 

Ell 

is  County,  OK 

EL-13  T.  17  N.,  R.  25  W.,  Sec,  19,  Lot  1: 
more  or  less  of  accretion. 

EL-14  T.  17  N.,  R.  25  W. ,  Sec.  19,  Lot  4: 
more  or  less  of  accretion. 


30.74  acres  plus  21.03  acres 
31.65  acres  plus  28.65  acres 


U.S.G.S.  Quad 


Antelope  Hills,  OK    1966 


Ellis  County,  OK 


T.  18  M.,  R.  25  W.f  Sec.  26,  Lot  1 

more  or  less  of  accretion. 
EL-16   T.  18  N.,  R.  25  W.,  Sec.  26,  Lot  2 

more  or  less  of  accretion. 
EL-18   T.  18  N.,  R.  25  W.,  Sec.  26,  Lot  4 

more  or  less  of  accretion. 
EL-19   T.  18  N.,  R.  25  W. ,  Sec.  26,  SEW*:  25.52  acres  upland  plus  6.26 

acres  more  or  less  in  river. 


2.33  acres  plus  2.49  acres 
0.12  acres  plus  0.70  acres 
6.61  acres  plus  5.20  acres 


U.S.G.S.  Quad 


Arnett  SE,  OK  1970 


Ellis  County,  OK 


EL-20    T.  18  N.,  R.  25  W.,  Sec.  28,  Lot  1:  29.15  acres  plus  44.05  acres 
more  or  less  of  accretion. 


U.S.G.S.  Quad 


Arnett  SE,  OK  1970 
Antelope  Kills  NE,  OK  1966 


Ellis  County,  OK 


RM-7 


T.  12  N.,  R.  23  W.,  Sec.  13:  NE%  NW%  and  SE%  SW%   80.00  acres 


U.S.G.S.  Quad 


Cheyenne,  OK  1960 


Roger  Mills  County,  OK 


RM-8 


T.    13  N.,  R.   24  W.,  Sec.   24,  NW%  NEJ5:     40.00  acres 


U.S.G.S.  Quad 


Cheyenne,  OK  1960 


Roger  Mills  County,  OK 


RM-11    T.  16  N.,  R.  23  W. ,  Sec.  22,  Lot  5:  7.40  acres  plus  36.49  acres 
more  or  less  of  accretion. 


U.S.G.S.  Quad 


Roll,  OK  1966 


Roger  Mills  County,  OK 


RM-12    T.  16  N.,  R.  26  W.,  Sec.  3,  Lot  4:  31.30  acres  plus  33.03  acres 
more  or  less  of  accretion. 


U.S.G.S.  Quad 


Antelope  Hills,  OK  1966     Roger  Mills  County,  OK 
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RM-14    T.  18  N.,  R.  21  W. ,  Sec.  26,  Lot  4:  24.50  acres  plus  32.57  acres 
more  or  less  of  accretion. 


U.S.G.S.  Quad 


Vici  SW,  OK  1970 


Roger  Mills  County,  OK 


